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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

STATE OF OKLAHOMA, eral, - )

Plaintiffs, ;
v. ; Case No, 4:05-cv-00329-GKF-PJC
TYSON FObDS. INC,, et al,, %

Defendants. ;

DECLARATION OF WILLIAM H. DESVOUSGES, Ph.D. -

1, Wiltiem H. Desvousges, hereby state us follows:

1.

2.

1am the President of W.H. Desvonsges & Associates, Inc., B consulting firm focused on
the preparation and evaluation of natural Tesurce daniagas assegsments ("NRDAs"),

1 hsve been retained by Defendints in the sbove captioned marter to provide my expert
opinions reparding the NRDAg commissioned by Plaintiffs, o
Dr. Gorden C. Rausser and 1 suthored and submitted to our clients an expert repart
detailing cur work and conclusions in this matter. Plaimtiffs filed a motion ixy imine on
June 15, 2009, ta strike portions of our repert,

1 have executed this declaration to corrent Plaintiffs’ mischaracterization of may earlier
work on the Lower Fox River end Green Bay Site, In Sectlon G of their molion,
Pleintiffs state that my ‘work on tﬁg Lower Fox River and Bay of Green Bay: Assessment
of Potential Recreatioﬁal Fishin‘é' Lnsses and Rcstoraﬁun Offsets “applied the very
method that be criticizes” in PI.&:i_;';ti'ﬁb' j:ést_,.quages report. This is simply untrue.
Inthe Fox River study, ) transt‘m;ed use vahues cm:r ‘ﬁmc:.-, not nonu2e values. See,

Plaintiffs’ Ex, Z at 1 (noting that my study “‘evalustes ths losses of buman use services
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(services provided directly 10 people through their use of the resources) potentially
resulting from such natural resource injuries"). This distinction is a crifical ¢ne. As]
stated in the Fox River report, “{njon-usc values are measured with a controversial

technique kmown as contingegpjﬁ]ﬁatiog, \#ﬁich_rélies solely on survey respondents’

1T

answers 1o hypotheﬁcﬂ questions about the val;xa of resources, ., Because these values
cannot be reliably‘qunnﬁﬁcd, the State Assessment Plan doos not include non-use
vahes,” Jd. a1 3. For the samereason, thege nonuse values cannot produce  relisble
measure of past damages and are unsuitable for use in the type of caloulation performed
by Plaintiffs.

6. My enalysis in the Fox River matter was based on extensive recreational use data
gathered on angling use of the Fox River and Graen Bay areas. Plaintiffs, on the other
hand, used hypothetical responscy 10 hypothetical questions to generate an unreliable
willingness to pay estimate angd gfbjected it backwards over a 27-year peried under the '
assumption that the hyput.:heﬁcal iwillingnes.s to pay from their CV study is the same every
misleading to cite the Fox vaer stndy as eviﬁencn'ﬂmt Plaintiffy’ past damayes
methodology is valid. He

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is trae and correct,

Executed on July 7, 2009.

A T

Wilkiam H.'Dewuusges, Ph.D.




